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Dear Sir 

Being apilot for the last 30 years, it is with pleasure that I have an q ~ t o ~  
to your notice of proposed rul- (NPRM). I commend the FAA in you attearngc to sart 
throe& the numerous issues that, I am now sure, were foreign to you in your deckion nmkiug 
process. 

First and foremost I do support the Pr0pae;il. I ctot#cmgh guestion as to why s o a r t i e s k p k  
amendments could not of been to exis@ regulations, without reinventing the wheel. At cant  I 
came up with eight proposals that make just plane good sense. They are: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5 .  

6. 

7. 

8. 

Thetraining umcepts that you refer to as the “g block apgmack” 

Your adoption of acertification staadard form who want to ma”. 

The ablllty of the ultralight owner bo ce&@ €heir aircmft into the €xp”d categasy 
without complying with the 51% rule. 

To be able to use our aircraft for commerclal instructiOn. (BUT PLEASE REMOVE THE 3- 
YEAR LIMITATION.) 

The reduced limitations that you propose to place on Sport pilot instnactors as opposed& 
CFTS. 

The maintenance proposal is close to perfect. (WHY THOUGH IS THERE SO MUCH 
RESTRICTION AS TO FLYING SPECIFIC MODELS?) 
The new categories of a i r c d  that are proposed. 

The selfkertifidon on the medical requirements. 

Notwithstandin& there are also some areas where you guy’s just plane missed it. 

1. The CompEexrtY ofvariable pitchedprops. Huh! It is a swhch you fllp inone directionto take 

&and hd, and the ather to cruise. Thaethmps are so uncomplex it is axwiaz&. h e  
owned Bonanza’s, these don’t even come close to those in complarity. 



2. If retractable gear in not too complex for an amphibious aircraft, (where a gear down is 
probably more devastating than the common gear up in a non-amphibious,) why are they too 

complex for everyone else? Is there really a difference between repositionid aml retractable? 

3. Your altitude restrictions just don't make good sense. When I fly in momtabus  areas, I want 

as much separation as I can get. We fly aircraft that don't always have the power we would 

like to pull ourselves our of a mountain rotor. At least raise it to the "oxygen needed" 
standards as set forth for staadard ca@ory pilots. 

4. No helicopters? Ultralight helicopters have been around for decades, and they weren't too 

complex for the owners to build them. This non-inclusion would reduce miustry 
advancements for these machines. 

5.  The 5 0 0 4 .  agl minimum is ds.otoo restrictive. In my last 100 fights in my powered 
parachute, I cazl count on one kdtiaehmathat1 went oved 500-ft. I can seethe need for 
restrictions in urban areas, but not out in the country. 

6. The proposal as to havingto be signed off on each make and model is waytoo e v e .  I 
own a 6 Chuter Spmt. I a m t b k q  ofbuying a caador. The ~ e r ~ b c t w e e n t h e € w o  

really comes down to age amlhcn~~,  despite the fact that they are Illitde by merent 

-. 
7. Please grandfather in the models currently in use. They are serving a real purpose in training 

stdents. Ifthey can continue for 3 years, why not 30? 

8. The age restrictions, especially for powered parachutes should be the same as those for a 

glider rating. Powered parachutes are, guaranteed, as they won't stall, safer than ghders, 
which can stall. 

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to this proposal and for your efforts in bettdng a 

segment of aviation that is all to often misun-. 

Respectfill1 y, 

j / L P -  7 
Rob Jenks 


